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MR. BUCKLEY: Two-thirds of the American people believe that John F. Kennedy 
was killed not by Lee Harvey Oswald acting alone, or even by Oswald at all, 
but by the action of conspirators. Here there are schools of thought: There 
are those who believe the Soviet Union was the murderous intelligence behind 
it all, others who believe Fidel Castro planned it; still others who have 
Texas zealots in mind; then there is the Mafia. Inventive minds put together 
a combination of any two of these elements, my personal favorite being a combi 
nation of Russian Communists and Texan millionaires. 

famous for saying that nobody ever lost money overestimating 
the gullibility of the American people. And it is very clear that a lot of 
people have made money playing on that gullibility. That, at least, is the 
contention of Mr. David Belin, and he ought to know. He is from the Middle 
West, went through the University of Michigan as a sort of whiz kid, winning 
all the prizes, beating all the records. He served in the Army and went into 
private practice in Des Moines, where he still practices, from which, however, 
in due course he was fingered to act as a counsel to the Warren Commission 
to investigate the assassination of President Kennedy. He is substantially 
responsible for the Warren Report, along with his colleague Joseph Ball. 

When the Rockefeller Commission was convened to investigate the Central 
Intelligence Agency last year, he was appointed the staff director, and he 
found himself in a way looking over the CIA at the Warren Commission; that 
is to say, looking into a mirror. 

Meanwhile, in 1973 he produced, belatedly, a large, best-selling book 
that coped with all the major criticisms that up until then had lodged in 
the public mind in criticism of the Warren Report. It is called November 22 
1983: You Are the Jury. It was almost universal ly greeted as a document of* 
unassailable persuasiveness. But since then, of course, there have been two 
events of major psychological impact, as everyone would agree — whether of any 
significant bearing on the matter of the Kennedy assassination, we don't know. 
These two episodes are testimony that the assassination of Castro was plotted 
in the White House and testimony that a threat by Oswald was disregarded by 



I should like to begin by asking Mr. Belin whether, if it should be es- 
tablished that Oswald was an agent of Castro, the Warren Report would be di^ 
credited. 

MR. BELIN: I don't think the Warren Commission Report would be discredited 

to the extent that it said that Lee Harvey Oswald was the assassin and the sole 
assassin of President Kennedy and was the man that murdered Dallas police 
officer J. D. Tippit also on November 22nd. I don't believe that the Warren 
Commission Report would be discredited if it were to be proved that Oswald 
was affiliated with Castro, and I don't expect that evidence to arise 12 
years after the event. The Warren Commission stated that there was no credible 
evidence of any foreign conspiracy or domestic conspiracy that had come to 
the attention of the commission. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Which is different from saying that it didn't exist, right? 

MR. BELIN: That's right. They never said that it didn't exist. What they 
did say was that the commission had found none. And unfortunately the commis- 
sion was not advised of the fact that the CIA had been involved with assassi 
nation plots. 

MR. BUCKELY: Well, did you find none because you didn't look or because such 

as there was was concealed from you? 

MR. BELIN: The latter. There were questions asked by the two lawyers with 
the Warren Commission who were concentrating in the area of possible foreign 
conspiracy. And of course John McCone and Richard Helms both testified before 
the Warren Commission, but they did not tell the Warren Commission about these 
plots. Allen Dulles was a member of the Warren Commission and did not tell his 
fellow commissioners about the fact the CIA had been involved with assassination 
plans directed against Castro 
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MR. BUCKLEY: Well, not long ago you wrote, "There was never any question in 
my mind that the seven commissioners, as well as all the lawyers working with 
the commission, had absolute integrity in seeking the truth." Do you still 
believe that? 

MR. BELIN: I still believe that, except I think it's limited to the question 

as to whether or not Oswald or any other person killed the president. I think 
there was absolute integrity to determine who was the gunman. I think there was 
also integrity so far as determining whether there was any foreign conspiracy. 
And I don't believe that Allen Dulles believed there was any foreign conspiracy, 
even though he withheld from his fellow commissioners the fact that the CIA 
had been involved in assassination plots— 

MR. BUCKLEY: What grounds do you have for arriving at that conclusion, or 
is that just a hunch? 

MR. BELIN: That's just a hunch. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Well — 

MR. BELIN: The fact that Allen Dulles didn't believe there was a conspiracy. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, suppose he had believed that there was a conspiracy. 

Could you, from what you know of Allen Dulles, conceive of him as withholding 
that evidence in the interest of international comity? 

MR. BELIN: I think there is little that is not conceivable in this day and 

age, and I would have to say that that is a possibility, although I think that 
if he really, sincerely believed there was a conspiracy, the greater probability 
is that he would have mentioned it to at least some of his commissioners, and 
I'm sure he would have mentioned it to the president. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, suppose you were back 12 years ago working on the report— 

which you have defended so categorically in this book and which you continue 
to defend— and you knew at the time that the White House had in fact, however 
indirectly, commissioned the assassination of Castro. What would you then 
have done with that piece of intelligence that might have altered the findings 
of the Warren Commission? 

MR. BELIN: The Warren Commission Report basically includes as part of its 
investigation the fact that there were rumors of the possibility of this being 
a reaction by Castro because of the actions of the Kennedy Administration 
against the Castro government and particularly the Bay of Pigs. I don't know 
how much broader our Warren Commission investigation would have been if we had 
had this additional information. I do believe it was important information 
to have, and it should not have been withheld from the Warren Commission. I 
don't know of any facts today that would show or prove that this was in any way 
a retaliation by Fidel Castro because of CIA plots directed against him. I 
happen to believe, by the way—and this belief is based upon my position as 
executive director of the Rockefeller Commission investigating the CIA — 
that Castro, or Castro agents, had infiltrated part of the CIA plans directed 
against the assassination of Castro. 

MR. BUCKLEY: In order to abort the plan? 

MR. BELIN: Perhaps in order to abort the plan, but at least I believe he had 
part of those plans, which in the latter stages included the use of Cuban 
dissidents. Part of those plans, I believe, were penetrated by Castro and CIA 
people involved in this era have so told me. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, if Mr. Dulles on the one hand knowing that the death of 

Castro had become an objective of executive policy justified, I take it, on 
the assumption that we were de facto at war with Castro, who had imported 
missiles which had a range over a substantial part of American territory— 

Would he be justified or was he justified in withholding that datum 12 months 
later from you— 

MR. BELIN: I don't believe so. 

MR. BUCKLEY: —if he was personally convinced that no investigation that you 
could perform would exceed in thoroughness any that he had conducted showing 
that there was no relationship between that decision on the one hand and the 
assassination of Kennedy on the other? 
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MR. BELIN: I believe he had ah obligation to disclose it to the Warren 

Commission. 

MR. BUCKLEY: So he did not live up to his oath of office? 

MR. BELIN: I believe that's accurate. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Now, if he were alive and here today, what would you fancy his 

defense to have been? That so long as it was irrelevant it was an insubstantial 
datum to withhold? 

MR. BELIN: I think basically his defense would be that even if we had known 

it, it would not have affected our conclusions; that there was no connection 
between the two; and that it was more important for national security not to 
disclose the fact that the CIA was involved in this kind of activity— which I 
as a citizen frankly don't believe that the CIA should have been involved in. 

MR. BUCKLEY: So all we would have is a hypothetical motive of a particular 
character.^ Presumably-- After all, Castro greeted with some public elation 
the assassination of Kennedy. And all of his radio stations and so on were 
pumping out violent anti-Kennedy propaganda right up until the moment of his 
assassination. 

MR. BELIN: As a matter— 

MR. BUCKLEY: Under the circumstances, we knew that the hostility was there— 

MR. BELIN: The hostility was — 

MR. BUCKLEY: --but the general hostility isn't all that often transformed into 

a particularized hostility in which people are actually hired to bump other 
people off, right? 

MR. BELIN: That's right. Castro supposedly in 1975 was interviewed by Senator 
McGovern and also by Frank Mankiewicz. And both Senator McGovern and Frank 
Mankiewicz say that they believe Castro because he was very sincere in his 
conversation with them, that he certainly had nothing to do with the assassi- 
nation of President Kennedy and he had nothing to gain from it because sup- 
posedly Lyndon Johnson would have been a tougher person to negotiate with. 

I in no way want to say that Castro was in any way involved with the assassi- 
nation of President Kennedy, but it is curious to me that with all of the 
current furor about possible conspiracies the most obvious one is cast aside 
on the guise that Castro was sincere when he said he wasn't involved. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, if you were charged now with investigating a possible re- 
lationship between the two data, what would you do? Or if in 1963 you had 
known— You couldn't very well call up Castro and ask him. Did you in fact 
neglect investigations that you would not have neglected if you had had that 
information? 

MR. BELIN: The Warren Commission was broken up into areas. I happened to 
be one of the two lawyers in the area involved in who actually killed President 
Kennedy and who killed Officer Tippit. There were two lawyers involved in the 
question of whether there was any foreign conspiracy, and one of the possi- 
bilities they investigated was a possibility of a Castro conspiracy. They 
found no evidence of such. I don't know if they could have found any addi- 
tional evidence beyond what was discovered at the time because of the fact 
that the CIA was used as an aide to try to develop what happened with regard 
to Oswald's trip to Mexico, for instance, approximately eight weeks before 
the assassination. I do know that there were substantial portions of Oswald's 
time that were unaccounted for and that I myself in my book raised one ques- 
tion that very much concerned me— this goes back to 1973 when I wrote my book— 
and that's the fact that when Oswald was apprehended, he had a pattern of 
lying in his interrogation. He lied about important things, and he didn't 
lie about unimportant things. He lied about the fact as to whether or not he 
owned a rifle. We knew that he owned a rifle. I took the testimony of the 
man that mailed the rifle to him; Klein's Sporting Goods sent the rifle by 
mail to Oswald. Oswald lied about whether or not he had brought a long paper 
bag into the building the morning of the assassination containing what he 
thought was curtain rods. And among the things Oswald lied about was a trip 
to Mexico that he took eight weeks before the assassination. And the question 










that I raised in my byok is: If it was unimportant, why did he lie about it? 

Perhaps that would have created a different kind of analysis on the part of 
the two lawyers investigating possible foreign conspiracy. 

MR. BUCKLEY: You mean cause them to redouble their efforts or whatever? 

MR. BELIN: Perhaps. I don't believe that they would have found any such evi- 

dence, but perhaps they would have. I don't think that they would have, though. 
MR. BUCKLEY: But whatever they found there, it would not alter the fact that 

this man killed Kennedy and — 

MR. BELIN: This man— 

MR. BUCKLEY: —that there was nobody else on the scene firing on that after- 

noon? 

MR. BELIN: This man and this man alone killed both President Kennedy and 

Officer Tippit. And I am constantly amazed at the coverup of the truth by 
people that have basically been misleading the American public into believing 
otherwise. You take the murder of Officer Tippit. When Oswald was appre- 
hended in the Texas Theater— and he was apprehended because a man became 
suspicious of his actions in the vicinity where Officer Tippit was shot; he 
heard police sirens coming down the street; he saw Oswald duck into a shoe 
store; the police sirens ebbed away and then Oswald left. He trailed Oswald 
to the Texas Theater. When Oswald was approached by police he pulled out a 
pistol— hardly the act of an innocent man. And it turned out scientifically 
this pistol, to the exclusion of all other weapons in the world, was the 
Tippit murder weapon. And in addition you have six eyewitnesses that saw 
Oswald at or running away from the Tippit murder scene with gun in hand that 
conclusively identified him as the gunman. And so here you have a man appre- 
hended with the murder weapon, six eyewitnesses, and yet people don't believe 
that he shot Tippit, because they have been misled by a lot of people that 
have been irresponsibly covering up the overall massive record from the American 
people. 

MR. BUCKLEY: To say nothing of the fact that the same man, using the same 
handwriting, had ordered the weapon that killed Kennedy. 

MR. BELIN: He ordered the weapon that killed Kennedy, which was mailed to the 

same post office box in Dallas, under the same alias that that pistol was 
mailed to. Oswald, of course, denied that he ever owned a rifle. Oswald also 
denied in his interrogation that the pistol was purchased by the mail. And 
the reason he denied it, of course, is the fact that it was mailed to the 
same post office box that the rifle was mailed to. But when you come to the 
Kennedy assassination, and people don't know this— At the time of the assassi- 
nation of President Kennedy, at 12:30 pm, on November 22, 1963, the only place 
that people saw a rifle was on the sixth floor, the southeast corner window, 
of the Texas School Book Depository building. And when you go inside that 
building and inspect that floor by that window, you find three cartridge cases 
in the southeast corner. By the northwest corner by the back stairway of this 
same floor, you find a rifle. Those cartridge cases came from that rifle to 
the exclusion of all other weapons in the world. When you examine the presi- 
dential limousine you find two ballistically identifiable bullet fragments 
which came from the bullet which shattered President Kennedy's head. Those 
bullets came from Oswald's rifle to the exclusion of all other weapons in the 
world. When you go to Parkland Hospital you find a nearly whole bullet that 
rolled off Governor Connally's stretcher. That bullet came from Oswald's 
rifle to the exclusion of all other weapons in the world. The fibers on 
President Kennedy's clothing pointed inward on the back, outward on the front, 
indicating a bullet went through from behind. Governor Connally's physicians 
all agree he was shot from behind. There have been 15 independent physicians 
that have examined the Kennedy autopsy photographs and x-rays and in contrast 
to this massive confusion where people alleged shots from the right front or 
front, every single one of these doctors agrees that there is no medical evi- 
dence that President Kennedy was shot from any direction other than the rear. 
And you go on and on and on. 
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MR. BUCKLEY: What about Dr. Wecht? 

MR. BELIN: Dr. Wecht agrees that there is no medical evidence that any shots 

came from any direction other than the rear. Now, Dr. Wecht thinks that there 
happened to be two gunmen firing from the rear. But the problem with that 
analysis, among others, is the fact that the only bullets found came from 
Oswald's rifle. And it happens that probably the first person to think that 
there was more than one gunman, that served with tne Warren Commission, was a 
country lawyer from Des Moines, Iowa, by the name of David Belin. And David 
Belin happened to feel, at first blush when he went to serve with the Warren 
Commission, that there probably was a conspiracy because Jack Ruby killed 
Oswald and you would think that he probably killed Oswald in order to silence 
him. And I came up with a unique theory because of the fact the FBI said you 
couldn't tell when Governor Connally was hit. With the Zapruder film, which 
was an amateur moving picture film taken at the time of the assassination, we. 
could see the fatal shot striking President Kennedy which was at a frame which 
we number as frame 313. You could see the results of the first shot striking 
President Kennedy because he emerges from the freeway sign with his hand clutched 
to his throat at a frame which we number 225. But you could not determine ex- 
actly when Governor Connally was struck, even though we had 35 mm slides made 
of each single frame. Well, we had the Zapruder camera; it ran 18.3 frames a 
second. We knew the gun could not be aimed and fired accurately, according 
to FBI tests, faster than two or two and a quarter seconds, a minimum of about 
40 frames. So I reasoned that if I could prove that Governor Connally was hit 
closer than 40 frames to President Kennedy I could prove there was a second 
gunman involved. And what I decided to do~and this was in January of 1 964 — 
was to contact Governor Connally's physicians— he had one physician who treated 
his back wounds, one his wrist wound, and one the superficial leg wound, all 
caused by one bullet they agreed — And I asked them to reconstruct the posi- 
tion that Governor Connally was in at the time he was hit. And my thesis was 
that if I could show how Governor Connally had to be sitting in order to get 
the wounds that he suffered, then perhaps I could prove where he would have 
to be in the Zapruder film or could not be at the time he was hit. The 
physicians of Governor Connally did this. The only thing wrong is that Secret 
Service sent me back some reconstructed poses— in three of them the bullet 
entered the back of the wrist and came out the front and the other two it was 
vice versa. I called this discrepancy to the attention of Secret Service and 
Governor Connally's physicians; they all finally agreed that the bullet entered 
the back of his wrist. I then went back with the reconstructed poses to the 
FBI and lo and behold where President Kennedy was hit at around frame 220 to 
225, Governor Connally could not have been hit after frame 240. And the camera 
angle— 

MR. BUCKLEY: So therefore it had to be the same bullet? 

MR. BELIN: Well, no. Not quite. Therefore a maximum— 

MR. BUCKLEY: Or somebody firing at the same time? ■ 

MR. BELIN: — of one second elapsed between the time that Governor Connally was 

hit from the time President Kennedy was first hit. And my initial conclusion 
was that I had proved there was more than one gunman. The only possible thing 
wrong with my theory and my proof— because I knew that Governor Connally could 
not be hit more than a second after the President and it took at least two 
seconds to fire the gun— The only possibility would be if the bullet that 
went through President Kennedy also went through Governor Connally. And I 
reluctantly eventually had to conclude that that's what happened. What we did 
in order to prove that: We took the Zapruder film on the slides and we re- 

constructed the motorcade, frame by frame, down Dealey Plaza. And from frame 
220 to 225 it turns out that Governor Connally and President Kennedy were right 
on line. We then wanted to determine what happened to a bullet that would go 
through President Kennedy's neck, a rifle bullet. 

MR. BUCKLEY: At 1900 feet per second. 

MR. BELIN: We found it entered at about 1900 feet per second and exited at 































about 1800 feet per second. At that speed it either had to damage severely 
the car or hit someone in the car. There was no severe damage to the car— 

MR. BUCKLEY: To slow it down some more, yes. 

MR. BELIN: —and basically we found that Governor Connelly was right on line. 
And we eventually had to conclude there was no possible alternate conclusion. 
And by the way, there really is none. No other assassination critic has come 
up with any. I eventually had to conclude that my initial determination that 
there were two gunmen was wrong. There was really only one gunman. And that, 
of course, was reinforced by the fact that physically the only bullets found 
came from Oswald's rifle. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Well , now, you were critical in your book of the rather casual 

acquiescence in this thesis by the commissioners out of a sort of gentlemanly 
deference to Connally who simply didn't want to have been hit by the same 
bullet that killed Kennedy because he was sure of an interval which you simply 
dismissed as typically one of those that people misrepresent for a number of 
reasons: A) There's a lot of tension and drama; and B) you don't necessarily 
react muscularly the moment you're hit. It is not uncommon to have a second 
or two or three go by before you know that you're hit. And he didn't even 
know that he was hit in his wrist until — 

MR. BELIN: Right. 

MR. BUCKLEY: — the next morning. 

MR. BELIN: Well , you 're very perceptive in your comment that Governor Connally 
never knew that he was hit in the wrist until he woke up in the hospital. But 
the Warren Commission wrote in its conclusions that although it is not neces- 
sary to any essential findings of the commission — 

MR. BUCKLEY: But it is necessary, isn't it? 

MR. BELIN: The Warren Commission was wrong in saying that it was not necessary. 
MR. BUCKLEY: That will be tomorrow's headline. 

MR. BELIN: Well — 

MR. BUCKLEY: "Belin says" (laughter) "Warren Commission was wrong." 

MR. BELIN: The Warren Commission was wrong in saying it was not necessary to 
determine just what shot hit Governor Connally. They went on to say there was 
much very persuasive evidence from the experts to indicate the same bullet which 
pierced the president's throat also caused Governor Connally’s wounds. And 
based upon my initial determination, if that didn't happen you had to prove 
there was more than one gunman. I would candidly state that in my opinion the 
bullet that exited President Kennedy's throat at 1800 feet a second had to 
hit Governor Connally. He was right in line. It was a perfect line shot. 

And by the way, not a very difficult shot. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Fifty-five yards. 

MR. BELIN: About 55 to 60 yards, and a 4-power scope on that rifle brought 
it down to 15 yards. And the limousine was traveling at only 11.2 miles an 
hour. We were able to do that by analyzing the films. The fatal shot was 
less than 90 yards away, about 88 yards, a 4-power scope bringing it down to 
22 yards. If anyone has ever fired a rifle— it wasn't a cross shot with the 
rifle having to go this way between the first and the second shot; it was a 
line shot. You just had to raise a rifle a few degrees out of that window 
to take the fatal shot. 

I would also add one other thing. We've heard much about how the shots 
had to take place within six seconds. CBS in a recent documentary said, 

"Yes, they could take place in six seconds." Well, what people don't consider 
is what I believe to be the most likely alternative, and that's the fact the 
first shot struck President Kennedy, exited his throat and hit Governor 
Connally; the second shot, five and a half seconds later, struck President 
Kennedy in the head; and the third shot missed. Now, you could find witnesses 
that said the first shot missed; you could find witnesses that said the second 
shot missed; you could find witnesses that said the third shot missed. The 
most likely alternative is that the third shot did miss because it was the 
furthest shot and the limousine eventually started speeding up. But if you 
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assume that's what happened, then you have the two shots in five seconds, not 
three shots in five seconds. 

You also have one other important factor, and it seems to me that this 
is crucial; it's also been ignored, by the way, by most of the people writing 
about this: That almost everyone at the scene of the assassination said that 
the shots either were evenly spaced or the second two shots were closer to- 
gether than the first two shots. Now, if the shots were evenly spaced, you 
have a hit, and then five seconds later you have another sound and then four 
or five seconds later— depending upon whether the shots were closer together, 
evenly spaced— you have a third shot. But if Governor Connally was hit only 
a half a second or a second after the president, you would have a sequence of 
sounds along this line: (Belin knocks on table twice) and then five seconds 

later another sound (Belin knocks on table once more). And almost no one at 
the assassination scene remembers that sequence other than Governor Connally 
and his wife, who had to have that sequence in order to have their story hold. 
MR. BUCKLEY: Let me ask you this: Why, if these facts are as objectively 
persuasive as you say they are, do we have just this week alone the publica- 
tion^ two brand new books very extensively advertised— 've Killed the 
President: The Search for the Murderers of John F. Kennedy by Robert Anson 

and another one? Why is it that an account as unassailable as this continues 
to be assailed? Is it because of a desire to believe something else? Harrison' 
Salisbury, in his introduction to your book, says that the American people 
feel that Lee Harvey Oswald didn't have the stature to bring down Camelot so 
they sort of hunger psychologically for a more dramatic explanation of it. 

Or is it just pure commercialism? Or what? 

MR. BELIN: I am constantly amazed at how easy it is for a relatively small 

group of people to mislead the American people particularly when the press, 
if they wanted to get at this with one-tenth of the vigor with which they 
approached some other issues, could really expose what the truth is. 

Let me give an example with Anson's book that you mentioned. I earlier 
talked about the fact that Oswald was trailed into the Texas Theater by 
Johnny Calvin Brewer. I'm going to mention my book because, as you know. 

I've donated all royalties to charity because I didn't want to profit from the 
assassination. But I set my book in a format of a jury trial. I give the 
heart of the testimony of the key witnesses and let the reader reach his own 
verdict as to who killed President Kennedy, who killed Officer Tippit. In 
the case of Brewer, I had the testimony of Brewer as to how it was that he 
trailed Oswald to the theater. And t,he theater lights were dark when he 
first tried to find Oswald— he didn't know it was Oswald at the time; it was 
a man that acted suspiciously. Eventually, when the house lights were turned 
on, he immediately spotted the person and pointed him out to the police. If 
you read Anson's book you will see when it comes to Brewer's testimony that 
he will say, "Well, Brewer could not see the man in the dark." And then a 
few pages later — And by the way, Anson will cite as a footnote page 26 of 
my book, but he doesn't go on to say that at the bottom of page 26 Brewer went 
on to say that when the house lights were turned on he then immediately spotted 
the gunman and pointed him out to the police. Then what Anson does is a few 
pages later, he said, "Well, when the patrolman arrested Oswald, the patrolman 
said— according to a Dallas newspaper report — he didn't know who pointed him 
out; that there was some man in the front row of the theater. The theater 
had only about 15 or 20 people in it. There was some man in the front theater 
that pointed him out. And so Anson weaves a web of conspiracy saying that 
the man in the front row of the theater fingered Oswald and then mysteriously 
disappeared. And in the concluding chapter of his book, he intimates, you 
know, that this was part of the web of conspiracy. He doesn't tell you that 
when the police officer McDonald testified before the Warren Commission he was 
asked a question— which I happen also to have incorporated in my book at page 
35 — with the specific question being: "Did some person point out to you, 

though, this man sitting in the row whom you later arrested?" Anson: “Yes, 
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that met us at the rear exit door and LiH h W3S l rewer ' He was the one 
Texas Theater." Now, Anson's book hi Hm? ^ tbls P erson run into the 
paperbacks, Bantam; it's been pShJsed ^ by one of the major 

the country, including the fcsLJton pw ST f the leadl ' n 9 newspapers in 
Washington Post, why Bantam don'fL and take ' a nnf f^ rptS ' And * hy the 
a Took at the record and say "Anson is - a ook at the footnotes, take 
American people," I can't toil Anson ls covering up the truth from the 

(lauShter) Y: Maybe we could getLoodwardLnd LrSeiLto ^Lat^ 01 " 9 U ' 
attention ’or documentaries mld^^hreffect^rwhich" ^iLh to get public 

1 Sve w s si Hsv r ^ f fS c !°^ u {^ a b f to revive P-Mtc 

experience which to me was veL hiL mattai : of fact > I had a personal 
on the tenth anniversary of the ’as slss i naMnn 61 ^? T t/ 7 book was Published 
was donating all royalties to charity Id H not 1 t0 I < V ny Publisher since I 
tnp to promote the book Rut t ^ ? ot want to ma * ce the circuit 

one of which was to be on the TODAY^h™* 0 a limited number of appearance* 
assassination. And a few da« Sorf ?ha? n annf tenth a " niversary of the - 
me and instead they substituted P ^ rance 5 the T0DAY sh °w cancellec 

Well, that was thei r proy ncelf thev fel f, 0 • £ ad Wn ' tten an autobiography 
The only thing wrong 5as ihat two JeLrs ater t'his ® t the ?° re 
show had on as a guest a man by the name of Line ! P S Vf; n9 ’ the T0DAY 
by Penthouse magazine to write a bonk ah™! ° Toole who had been commissioned 
by the way, I don't think covers up 5erS much A " d ^nthousl, 

particular case they had a man th a + (laughter) But in this 

the murder of Officer Tippit-Lnd I menti'nneH P th f. trut ^ When it came to 
saw the gunman toss cartridge cases in the hf h 3 *" bbe fact that witnesses 
Jeanette Davis, and Virginif oavis tnrned^ ushes ’ Domin 9° Benavides, Barbara 
police- O'Toole has a mLhiL called the tb ° Se “ rtnd 9e cases over to the 
A " d i he . sa f «ith this machine you can look atTLne^f 31 stress , evaluator." 
telT whether or not that person is tel inn IL Su of ,, a P erso " s voice and 
as the executive director of the Rockefeller rnmm^* * can assure you 

agency in this country that wants ^feller Commission that if there is any 

CIA (laughter) because S wa Sn suL 116 detector > It's the 

MR C BlimFV Wh3 L°' T00le has done is ?o take-- ^ h3Ve "° double agents. But, 
It? “f laugh ter ) * W ° U ^ 3 " end to Arabic government, though, wouldn't 

MR ' ^eLheSs rh oTo'T n oo e ye ?s° (laught -> 

in Dallas shortly after the assasJiSftio^when he® recordl '']9 that Oswald made 
president and Oswald said "I didn t ch^+ h he n as asked did he shoot the 
?nd says, "Oswald was telling the tLth HeTdLt S'™*' Ustens to this 
is confronted with the fact of the Ti Lit murder flnd°°h anyone -" But O'Toole 
cartridge cases, O'Toole savs "Well thi n “ er ‘ A " d when n comes to the 
have been planted there in L’attemnt L e were so obviously found; they must 
doesn't tell his readers ?n his book nor diTp L Wel1 , of course, he 
' = er Pts of that book, that Domingo Benavides magazine in the ex- 

Davis saw the gunman toss the cartridge cLes nirked Je3n ^ te Davis and Virginia 
later and gave them to the police 9 3S6S ’ picked U P the cartridge cases 

said,*;;; s: ?issvs.~ JWs&t&Lr* «« 

told me something which really is of concern ?n m f3 r£ to d ° th1s -'" And they 
obligation on the part of the press, on the nart L J? ey - S ? ld ’ " T bere's no 
termine the truth." I'd always thounht LLf * of te1avi sion media, to de- 
So I then went over to publi^televilion^anH r 3S s ° me de 9 ree of obligation, 
so much misconception about what happened Tho ? aid ’ Look > there has been 
,te " „ 



on the scene. We can get Brewer in his shoe store to show what happened. We 
can get Scoggins who saw the Tippit murder and saw Oswalcthead toward his cab 
as close as 12 feet and identified him. We can get all these people We can 
get the witness to the assassination, Howard Brennan, who te * t |‘t i ’ e ^ us 

and who said he saw the gunman fire the last shot. Let s get him on video 
tane " And I said, "I will donate my time for free and go down with you. 

Well, I was advised that it was not deemed appropriate for public television 
to spend money, public funds, to bring these people before the American 
people because it would be deemed to be some kind of a confirmationofthe 
Warren Commission which was a government commission, and this wmb t an appro 
priate way to spend government money. And I really am concerned about that 
as a citizen because there's so much distrust in government today-a lot of 
it legitimately so as an outgrowth of Vietnam and Watergate--i t seems to me 
it's important for the American people when there is so ^^ w^espread con 
cern about the Warren Commission investigation about the assassination of 
President Kennedy that we ought to take a little f 
the truth is. And unfortunately I've been able not to^get this done 
MR. BUCKLEY: Mr. Robert Kuttner, formally a journalist, is now with the 
spnate Bankina Committee. Mr. Kuttner, . . _ 

MR KUTTNER: Mr. Belin, if we assume that Oswald did indeed act alone on 

November 22, 1963, the question I think that's still even in your own mind a 
bit is whether he acted alone prior to November 22nd. What did the commission 
do to probe where Oswald was in Mexico to account for the time that was not 
accounted for? How extensive was that? What would you have done that was 

nnt done, knowino what you know now? . . . _ 

MR BELIN- Well, first of all, there were two commission lawyers who con- 
centrated on the Ruby area to see if Ruby was in any way “^Pinatori^ly in- 
volved They were not able to find any evidence of such. And also, by tne 
wav Ruby took a polygraph examination at his own insistence which confirmed 
the'fact^that he was not conspiratorily involved. There were two lawyers that 
analyzed Oswald's background and motive to see if there was any domestic con- 
Scy They found none, no evidence of any. The two lawyers evolved in 
foreiqn conspiracy had to make use of the CIA primarily with regard to Oswald s 
trip to Mexico. There were portions of Oswald's time that he spent there 

MR^BUCKLEY:°^He might have been seeing the pyramids, for all we^now, ^9ht? 
MR BELIN: He could have. While I was involved as executive director of the. 

Rockefeller Commission I turned over any matters pertaining to the Warren 
Commission investigation to one of my senior counsel because I^beenin- 
volved as counsel to the Warren Commission. But I did get a report from some 
one who had been an assistant attorney general ,who in turn i ncorporated^a 
reoort that claimed that someone saw Oswald with CIA — pardon me, not with 
CIA--with Cuban agents, agents of Castro in Mexico. There were other reports 
that said tha? this was not accurate. All I can tell you is that at that 
particular time they could not find where Oswald spent all of his time.- h y 
were able to determine that he was at the Cuban Embassy and he was at the 
Russian Embassy, but as to where else he might have been they couldn t find. 
And I frankly don't think 12 years later that they re necessarily going to 

MR^KUTTNER 1 - ^Okay? ' You think it's a bit far-fetched to speculate that if 
the CIA was involved in attempts to assassinate Castro that they might have 
had some motive to cover up something about what they might have known in 

MR 1V BELINi Wa i d don't think the CIA covered up anything so far as what they knew 
about any activities of Oswald. Bob Olsen, who ^ senior counsel to the 
Warren Commission, checked it out. I also checked it out myself. I believe 
that in no way whatsoever was the CIA involved with the assassination through 
Oswald and in no way whatsoever was there a coverup 
MR. BUCKLEY: But you don't know that? 











MR. BELIN: I- 

MR. BUCKLEY: You didn't know that the FBI had destroyed a document in which 

Oswald figured? 

MR. BELIN: I did not know that the FBI destroyed a document that Oswald 

threatened the FBI several days before the assassination. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Which, by the way, is not the kind of thing an assassin on a 

foreign duty would do, is it? 

MR. BELIN: No. And it's not something that a person involved in a conspiracy 

would do. There's a Tot of evidence that would point to no conspiracy. I 
think the failure of the FBI to disclose this to the Warren Commission was 
reprehensible. I think the fact that the CIA didn't disclose the assassination 
plots directed against Castro was reprehensible. But it in no way detracts from, 
the fact that Oswald was the gunman. And, as I say, I know of no credible g. 
evidence to show that there was a conspiracy, although I have always been con- | 
cerned about the trip to Mexico for the reasons I discussed earlier. | 

MR. KUTTNER: Thank you. | 

MR. BUCKLEY: Miss Martha Angle is with the Washington Stan. Miss Angle. § 

MS. ANGLE: Mr. Belin, do you think there is any purpose to be served by a 

new probe of the Kennedy assassination, a full-fledged, new investigation that s 
would take into consideration these additional facts that have come out in 
recent months? 

MR. BUCKLEY: Which you have called for, right? 

MR. BELIN: I called for this on the 12th anniversary of the assassination 

basically for two primary reasons: Number one, I know that any new probe is 

going to determine, is going to find, that Oswald was the sole gunman who 
killed President Kennedy and Officer Tippit. And I think that this would make 
a major contribution to the restoration of credibility in government. In 
addition, I think it would be important for the American people to see how 
easily they have been misled by people who have deliberately exploited the 
media and have covered up the overall record, such as we've talked about 
earlier— the fact of Johnny Calvin Brewer. I think it would be a healthy 
thing for the American public to know how this has been done. I think it would 
be a healthy thing for the American media. 

MR. BUCKLEY: How do you know that they would find out after— Why would they 

accept that investigation if they didn't accept the other? 

MS. ANGLE: Who can do such an investigation and have the credibility? 

MR. BELIN: I called for Congress's doing it, and I'm sure that there will be 

a lot of people that won't accept the fact after Congress goes in and Congress 
finds that, yes, Oswald did kill President Kennedy and, yes, he did kill 
Officer Tippit. People will still say, "I don't believe it." And I can t 
say that a lot of people won't say that. But I think it would be helpful for 
the American press and the American media to have this gone into once again to 
see how the truth has been withheld from the American people. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Would you conduct it in an adversary setting in any way? Would 

you invite the witnesses to be cross-examined by Mark Lane types or— 

MR. BELIN: I would leave that up to Congress with— 

MR. BUCKLEY: Would you recommend it? 

MR. BELIN: I would recommend that Congress probably approach it in the form 

of an investigation rather than an adversary proceeding. But in the form of 
the investigation you're going to have to weigh all of the evidence including 
an intensive examination of all of the witnesses. I would let everyone— the 
Mark Lanes and the others— bring whatever evidence they want. And I think the 
more evidence they bring, the more it's going to disclose what the overall truth 

Mr! BUCKLEY: You attempted, did you not, to answer Mark Lane's invitation to 

submit some evidence before he produced his movie? 

MR. BELIN: Well, Mark Lane wrote a book entitled Rush to Judgment. And by 

the way, as an example, in this book you'll never hear anything about Johnny 
Calvin Brewer who trailed Oswald to the Texas Theater. Instead you 11 read 
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evidence at all to show why the Dal ' a ^ £ „ his hook he wanted to make a 

Lane then decided that he made s° m uchmon y vitat1on . t0 the lawyers and 
moving picture, which he did. And he wrote ^ita you an opportunity 

the members of the Warren Commissi o ^knew Mark Lane for what 

to rebut this film on camera. ^.^ e “ us h ^ ' tter n the wastebasket and so 

he was- I figured everyone wou d throw his lette Coimlission members 

then he would come out and say. Well . all of ^arr x wrote him 

and counsel turne me down So I ^J^VmfnStes on came ra to rebut his 
back nine successive letters try i g take for me to destroy your 

film, because I said. That s an it y JJ 11w He never replied to 
film. And each time he tenVleUer he said, "Well, none of the 

my letters, by the way. _ oinq t0 turn you down because we've 

other people accepted my offer and so I ^ing “turn^yo^ ^ _ stin 

decided not to settle for bit p y • d it doesn't contain the rebuttal 

have another question? • . ■ • 

MS. ANGLE: I had one other question— 

MS*. Ee: Y -that's ^^j^^^n^absolutely and categorically ruled out the 

possibility^ the y foreign conspiracy theory w th Oswald ^^the^so^e^gunman . 

Was there serious concern with in members ^ of warren, ^ what n wou1d do 

?HhS%o a unS C in 10 tIlose months immediately after the assassination when pas- 
sions were still running so high? 

MR. BELIN: There might have been--. 

MS. ANGLE: Was there any holding DacK. mhpr _ 0 f the Warren Commission. 

MR. BELIN: There might have *™? t 9 was President Ford. Representative Ford 

One member I can assure you Mho wasn t was P Commission interrogations 

?s;s n » «* 

SS K“f S'nclS.S'- 8 - I a ^ j« ““ *» 1; “ f1 " d tte 

truth and let the chips fall where they may . by the way . I can't 

That's one of the area* thin^ ahou ^ J a n independent lawyer from 
visualize very many countries i _ , Warren Commission or serve as 

Des Moines, Iowa, can come to se ... the CIA and come forward with 

executive director of a ^^^f^H^^^fworld that would make me sign a 
a report. Because^here is not hing^i n tni: 5 "° r {.° ere , s nothing in this world 
document that I didn t believe ... +hat I didn't believe to be true. And 
that would stop me tha t 9 there was some kind of a government 

I can guarantee you that if I felt tha f D0SS ible ramifications, 

conspiracy to try to cover up the 111 of the oiher 13 lawyers or 14 

I would have blown the whistle and s that ' s one of the virtues of having 

outside people'come to serve^ith independent commissions of this kind, 
m. BUCKLiY: Th Mr k & Donatelli is executive director of Young Americans for 

Freedom. Mr. Donatelli. tij like to ask you about the CBS docu- 

MR. DONATELLI: Thank you. Mr Be ; n ’ h second section there was an entire 
mentary that was recently^ aired. In ^® se “. th CIA and t h e FBI or those 

S-eni JJJ5 °~ ^ T, rSw Tuicy ^ tSits. he h,d Mke» 

?;il*p h S couldn't be >cc ; unt.d for 

n 
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asked him certain questions. Is there anything in that report— the CBS reoort— 
or anything .at all that has come to light in the past couple of years that P qives 

beforfSembe^Snd? Ut the conclusion that Lee Harve y Oswald acted alone 

1 R ‘ H 1 -™ 1 There is nothin 9 that gives me second thoughts about the fact that 
Oswald was the sole gunman who killed President Kennedy and Officer Tiopit I 
wrote in "V hook the question about the trip to Mexico, and I asked: If Oswald 

lied about the fact that he owned a rifle, he lied about the fact that there 
was a picture of him taken with a rifle— we scientifically concluded that came 
H™ 1S , C r r ? t0 bhe M e> ^ USion of all other cameras in the woHd-whJ did he 
lie about the trip to Mexico? I can say this: As a trial lawyer, whenever vou 
have more than two witnesses to an event, you're going to get more than two 

Pennip S at +h d there W | r !j 1 teral ly hundreds of witnesses involved in this event 
n h scene^ of the^assassi nation, people that might have come in con- 
tact with Oswald. We found no credible evidence, when you followed evervthina 
down the road, that would prove the existence of a conspiracy. I cannot 9 

assassinating thTpre^enr^ “ t0 a " y ° ne about the P°ssTblity of 

MR.’ BELIN-^ha^Vnght * pf P hi1oso P hical discipline. 

MR. BUCKLEY: Yes. 

MR. BELIN: I told Congresswoman Bella Abzug a few weeks ago— when she said, 

thp W FR? X?l*£7rflhh t i? ,e F !ii- d1<!n , ,t withhold anything else?''~"I can't prove 
thp/vL dldn t Wlt hh°ld anything else," I said to her, "anymore than I can prove 
five y t ™ n w!' been an FBI informant." You cannot prove things to a nega- 
ted alone thi tHat ?- ° f th u evidence P°ints to the fact that Oswald 

?rfde^ee'trSubl2 me 9 0n the '- trip - t0 Mexico is somethi "9 that still 

MR. DONATELLI: Then I would come back to Mr. Buckley's point: What real bene- 
fit is to be served by opening this whole thing up again? We've had a very 
exhaustive Warren_ Report. We've had two reports by CBS, for heaven's sake and 

Lnnlp r 5 tiii y w W0 ^l d K h ? ye f ° U u d somethl 'ng if they could have and the American 
cp^Iw f 1 d0n t be l le y? the Warren Report. What in the world is to be 

MR BUCKLEY° n9 WPll’ ^ People- * mean > talk about having confidence in~ 

MR. BUCKLEY. Well.^it might prove deflationary in this sense: There was a 
reopening of the^Robert Kennedy assassination before which there was much more 
? han r after that particular gun was discharged a cou^I 

is there? 1 d ° n t tblnk there is an analogue for that gun in the J.F.K. case, 

MR. BELIN : No— 

MR. BUCKLEY: But if people like Anson and Mark Lane and so on were invited to 
submit questions to a competent congressional investigating body, which ques- 
tions were in turn put to witnesses or which leads were in turn followed, it 
tte^investigation? ab ^ 1Sh ’ would ' ft not ’ that nobody was afraid of reopening 

d!!kJ!+ L J N: i think that's a very important thing. I think this: That in the 

Robert Kennedy assassination the question was whether or not there was another 
gun involved. When I served with the Warren Commission I criticized the fact 
c ? ntnl ssion yielded to the desires of the Kennedy family for privacy 
and did not publicize the horrible, grusome autopsy photographs and x-rays. 

inH a hI>,p r =,ii ld t °i 1 3 h 5 S at 1 ? dlf f erent physicians have examined those x-rays 
311 con ^ uded that there is no medical evidence of any shots coming 
from the rear. Now, all these assassination critics or almost all of them 9 
claim that there were shots coming from the front or right front. And many of 
you have .seen the Zapruder film that shows the head of the president flyinq 
back, and as a layman you say, "My gosh! That must be evidence of shots 
??Th 9 J- 0m n he front - ^ell, 1-t isnlt evidence of shots coming from the front. 

It s basically a neurological reaction as part of the brain is shot away and 
also a reaction known as the jet effect. I think that-- ■ 







js * v ^ 

















j-v, , , 'v ^ V. 

' 



IMIlMM^MiiiK 




g| 



m 



*-. ' ‘V ’V?v vi'-® 



V- : : 45 ^fa 














ff®Sl 

mw* 



MR. BELIN: That's right. 

S'- ” SUnday ma9aZine - 50 it1Sn ' taS thou 9 h there was an impermeable 
MR. BELIN. I would agree. 

mr' kuttner • iT s °T' n V up the facts * n 'ght ? 

tens^truth.y Pretty g°° d man-bUes-dog story: government commission 

today which defends the Warren cSission®^ y ° U T'f find °" e paperback 
H 7 e KL att f h ' n9 it. burnoSe-- flndln9S - Y ° U 11 have all kinds of 
mr' BEm- R: M X h y ? U - book out in paperback? 

have not thought°it important t to n h P " Perd + C,C ‘ The P a P eri) ack people thus far 
MR. BUCKLEY: 9 T hanf. iSTvSC mSh M? 9 ' t ?H Pa F fer *? acK - ' 

SiSyS? 1 -; And tLk ^ 
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